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of Madame d'Epinay's heroine, these critics have
reproduced some very interesting and valuable portions
of her work suppressed by the first editors. But they
have added nothing, in the way of fresh information,
or helpful criticism, which throws new light upon the
true story of Madame d'Epinay's attitude towards J. J.
Rousseau. On the contrary, following the bad example
of their predecessor, Brunet, they have ignored the
testimony of facts, when making positive affirmations
that cannot stand the test of inquiry., nor of exposure
to the light of evidence.

"We declare," these writers seriously affirm, "that
after the most exact and conscientious work, we have
arrived at a firm belief in the veracity of the Memoirs,
upon all essential points."

This sentence occurs in the preface to their first
volume. In the preface to their second volume, MM.
Perey and Maugras repeat even more emphatically these
asseverations.

" As we have been led to speak of the Memoirs" they
pronounce, "we take the opportunity of once more
affirming their veracity. It is difficult to believe the
extent to which Madame d'Epinay has been the slave of
truth. Every time that chance has brought under our
eyes, whether in our autograph documents, or in public
collections, the history of a fact related by Madame
d'Epinay, we have been able to convince ourselves of the
perfect exactitude of her narrative. The passionate
denials of Musset Pathay and of other persons can have
no power against undeniable facts; besides, the evident
object of Musset Pathay was to glorify Eousseau at the
expense of Madame d'Epinay."

One would not like to say that the evident object of
MM. Perey and Maugras was to justify Madame
d'Epinay and Grimm, at the expense of Rousseau. But
what can be safely declared, because it is capable of proof,
is that what these writers describe as their " most exact
and conscientious work'7 did not include the very/'    wrote    Rousseau's    most    careful
